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| Name g,,b ledo paﬁl & #49\5”7&7

N .»':g;:;-zm K. JEANES, CLERK
Ao
FILED .
13O0V 22 PN 3:59

Address MLML”N‘*
B L0, Pox 3500
/ alc]ﬂf’ A2  FS3I

SuPEL ZpR COURT MARZLDLA. County, Arizona

STATE OF ARIZONA, plaintiff | [CASE/COMPLAINT NO.]

-V§-

foul R 2009- 110 J2) -80S £ PoI;]?rTéngglg?FON
D - - -
B fnthony Bobledo RELIEF

Defendant (FIRST, MI, LAST)

PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF

Instructions: In order for this petition to receive consideration by the court, you should file
Form 24(b).

Each applicable question in Form 25 must be answered fully but concisely in legible handwriting

or by typing. When necessary, an answer to a particular question may be completed on the
reverse side of the page or on an additional blank page, making clear to which question such
continued answer refers.

Any false statement of fact made and sworn to under oath in this petition could serve as the basis
for prosecution and conviction for perjury. Therefore, exercise care to assure that all answers are

true and correct.

NO ISSUE WHICH HAS ALREADY BEEN RAISED AND DECIDED ON APPEAL ORIN A
PREVIOUS PETITION MAY BE USED AS A BASIS FOR THIS PETITION.

TAKE CARE TO INCLUDE EVERY GROUND FOR RELIEF WHICH IS KNOWN AND
WHICH HAS NOT BEEN RAISED AND DECIDED PREVIOUSLY, SINCE FAILURE TO
RAISE ANY SUCH GROUND IN THIS PETITION WILL BAR ITS BEING RAISED LATER.

When the petition is complete, mail it to the clerk of the court in which conviction occurred.

1. Petitioner’s Name: Pqu\ A—NH\DVW Qob)fdo
Petitioner’s prison number (if any): 'AS50 7 /o7

2. Petitioner is now: { ] OnParole
'] OnPrabation

D Confined in ASPC-Lewis — Bachmar Unld-

3. Petitioner is eligible for relief because of:

[ ] The introduction at trial of evidence obtained pursuant to an unlawful arrest.

[ 1 The introduction at trial of evidence obtained by an unconstitutional search and
seizure.

[ 1 The introduction at trial of an identification obtained in violation of constitutional
rights.
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[ ]

[ ]
[ ]

The introduction at trial of a coerced confession.

-The introduction at trial of a statement obtained in the absence of a lawyer at a

time when representation is constitutionally required.
Any other infringement of the right against self-incrimination. -

The denial of the constitutional right to representation by a competent lawyer at
every critical stage of the proceeding.

The unconstitutional suppression of evidence by the state.
The unconstitutional use by the state of perjured testimony.

An unlawfully induced plea of guilty or no contest.
Violation of the right not to be placed twice in jeopardy for the same offense.

The abridgement of any other right guaranteed by the constitution or the laws of
this state, or the constitution of the United States, including a right that was not
recognized as existing at the time of the trial if retrospective application of that
right is required.

The existence of newly-discovered material which require the court to vacate the

conviction or sentence.
[Specify when petitioner learned of these facts for the ﬁrst time, and show how
they would have affected the trial.]

=z ne £ e _Jjssuses

¢ ¢ andjor semdemce,

The lack of jurisdiction of the court which entered the conviction or sentence.

The use by the state in determining sentence of a prior conviction obtained in
violation of the United States or Arizona constitutions.

Sentence imposed other than in accordance with the sentencing procedures
established by rule and statute.

Being held beyond the term of sentence or after parole or probation has been -
unlawfully revoked.

The failure of the judge at sentencing to advise petitioner of his right to appeal
and the procedures for doing so.

The failure of petitioner’s attorney to file a timely notice of appeal after being
instructed to do so.

The obstruction by state officials of the right to appeal.

Any other ground within the scope of Rule 32 of the Arizona Rules of Criminal
Procedure (please specify).
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4. The facts in support of the alleged error(s) upon which this petition is based are contained in
Attachment A. [State facts clearly and fully; citations or discussions of authorities need not be

mc]uded]
I}Hached ﬂd#i FHh o 3K glus exhib/t

5. Supporting exhibits:

A. The following exhibits are attached in support of the petition:

Affidavits [Exhibit(s) # . 1
Records [Exhibit(s) # ]
Other supporting evidence [Exhibit(s) # A 1
B. No affidavits, records or other supporting evidence are attached because

6. Petitioner has taken the following actions to secure relief from his convictions or sentences:

A. Direct Appeal: [ ] Yes P<'No (If yes, name the courts to which appeals were
taken, date, number, and result.)

B. Previous Rule 32 Proceedings: [><t Yes[ ]No (If yes, name the court in which
such petitions were filed, dates, nurnbers and results, including all appeals from

decisions on such petltlons ) 3

wes dismissed gnl a Pedidion tor Pevlew cliimissed In ng cup M, .Samg
Courd Tg@ 20/3 wes (Bsonlssed ond o Lptidicn Fr Rewlews /o perding.

C. Previous Habeas Corpus-or Special Action Proceedings in the Courts of Arizona:
[ ] Yes D¢No (If yes, name the courts in which such petitions were filed, dates,
numbers, and results, including all appeals from decisions on such petitions.)

D. Habeas Corpus or Other Petitions in Federal Courts: P Yes [ ] No (1t yes,
name the districts in which petitions were filed, dates, court numbers-civil action
or miscellaneous, and results, including all appeals from decisions on such

petitions.) Unided Sintes Districd lovad for e Disdoice- oh P2
Pled in 202 gqul Adismissed 2013, case #1019 1a51-PHY-TAT- (w€A)

7. The issues which are raised in this petition have not been finally decided nor raised
before because: (State facts.)

T it Pound  dIese mederial bt . '7711 _Mz/l futls are
aon ItHﬂ]ﬂ-
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8. Because of the foregoing reasons, the relief which the petitioner desires is:
A [ ] Relez;lse from custody and discharge.

Pt Anewtrial or plea.

P Correction of sentence.

[ 1 Therightto file a delayed appeal.

m U 0w

[ ] Other relief (specify):

I swear or affirm that this petition includes all the claims and grounds for post-conviction relief
that are known to me, that I understand that no further petitions concemning this conviction may
be filed on any ground of which I am aware but do not raise at this time, and that the information
contained in this form and in any attachments is true to the best of my knowledge or belief.

L H9-20)3
Date _ Defendant
State of Arizona ) . Subscribed and sworn to or affirmed before me on:

§8.

County of Maritopa = )

Date v
Sy Commussion )Ftpires ' Notary Pubélc

o " OFFICIALSEAL %
i g"ﬂ% - Rpapta !
i g Notary Pubiic - State of Arizona
: @ ¥ MARICOPACOUNTY ;
i ege vy Comm. Expires Juns 16, 2014 ]
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THE COURT: So Mr. Robledo, the State doesn't have
to make you a plea offer in this case and they've chosen not
to make you a plea offer -- well not one that will cap it at
ten and a half years anyway. So they don't have to make you

a plea offer. M’i frue . Z had other pgéivns.

Your only option is to plead to the Court. That
means you would plead guilty, you would admit that you
committed the offense to the Court and then you will leave
the sentencing up to the judge, so the sentencing judge, to
determine whether you get seven years or anywhere from seven
toe 21 yesars.

Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah.

THE COQURT: All right. Do you have an idea of what
you want to do tod;y?

THE DEFENDANT: No.

THE CQURT: His other option is to -- you can have a
trial --

THE DEFENDANT: No, that's --

THE COURT: -- on this charge and let the jury
decide whether to find you guilty or not guilty.

THE DEFENDANT: No. 1I'd be willing to just plead
directly te the Court.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. Let's see if anybody

else has read --
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Do you want to go forward with it now, Ms. Houck, or
do you want to --

MS. HCUCK: That's fine.

THE COURT: -- set it off?

MS. HOUCK: No, we could do it now.

THE COURT: - A1l right. Why don't you approach the
podium. Is there --

Ms. Willison, 1s there anything eise you'd like to
add?

MS., WILLISON: ©No, Your Honor. Just that his plea
to the Court should include the domestic violence --

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. WILLISON: -- allegation and the dangerous’
allegation.

THE CCURT: All right. Mr. Robledc, you have
indicated that you want to plead guilty to Count I, attempted
first degree murder, which is a Class 3 dangerous felony and
a domestic violence offense, committed on or about February
7th of 2009. 1Is this what you want to do teday, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Have you had any medication, alcohol or
any other drugs within the last 24 hours that would affect
your ability to make a decision here today?

THE DEFENDANT: No. Just what I've been prescribed

by the psychologists.
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saying.

THE COURT: ~-- Mr. Robledo, okay?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Because she's -- so her

immigration status has nothing teo do it, okay.

THE COURT: Not as far as this Court is concerned

for today's purposes anyway.

All right. So do you understand the immigration

advisement?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: You have any questions about the

immigration advisement?

THE DEFENDANT: No.

THE COURT: All right. Then as to Count I,

attempted first degree murder, a Class 2 dangerous felony and

a domestic violence offense, committed on or about February

7th of 2009, and this is a dangerous, non-repetitive offense

under the criminal code; how do you plead in this case, sir,
guilty or not guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: Counsel, a factual basis?

MS. HOUCK: On February 7, 2009 in Tempe, which is

in Maricopa County in the jurisdiction of this Court, Mr.

Robledo attempted tec kill his wife, which makes 1t a domestic

violence offense. And he used a knife and a box cutter,

which makes it a dangerous offense.
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